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ARTICLE DETAILS TITLE (PROVISIONAL)
Investigating wellbeing, work limitations and preferences for selfmanagement education and peer support among younger people with hip and knee osteoarthritis: Protocol for a cross-sectional study. 
AUTHORS

THE STUDY
The participants ought to be clearly articulated according to the inclusionary criteria based upon Kellgren-Lawrence scores and not based solely on prior diagnoses. Without that information, readers may not know the extent that the sample corresponds with a typical OA sample from the population.
The methods need to address the potential impact of alpha inflation on means comparisons with repeated t-tests. Contemporary casecontrol methods ought to help with that omission.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer 1
1. In response to Dr Bruyère"s comment, we agree that it is more difficult to change the study methodology at this stage but we also wish to acknowledge the value of publishing study protocols.
The potential benefits to researchers and clinicians have been well summarised in a recent editorial in the Journal of Physiotherapy (Haines and Hush: Protocol papers published in Journal of Physiotherapy will strengthen the profession. Journal of Physiotherapy 2013; 59:6). The BMJ Open website also includes information on how published protocols may improve research transparency, facilitate the detection of study protocol deviations, and minimise research duplication.
Reviewer 2 1. Unfortunately we will not have access to individual patient radiographs as part of this study, so we are unable to classify osteoarthritis based upon Kellgren-Lawrence scores. It may have been possible to obtain radiographs for some participants recruited from the clinical sites, but this would not have been possible for those recruited from the general community. To ensure consistency across the recruitment sites, our inclusion criteria are therefore based on a doctor"s diagnosis of hip or knee osteoarthritis, which in most (if not all) cases will have been made using radiographs or MRI. We have used this screening procedure successfully in a previous multi-centre trial involving people with hip or knee osteoarthritis where we did not have access to patient radiographs.
2. Thank you for highlighting the potential impact of alpha inflation with repeated statistical tests. We apologise for this omission and have now included the following sentence in the Methods under the "Planned statistical analyses" subheading (page 12):
"A Bonferroni adjustment will be used for multiple comparisons to minimise the chance of Type 1 error."
Other changes 1. As we have recently received ethics approval for community-based recruitment, we have now updated the Abstract to reflect this change (page 3), and have included the following sentence in the Ethics and dissemination section (page 14):
"Ethics approval for the community-based recruitment has also been obtained from the Melbourne Health Human Research Ethics Committee."
